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SUMMARY

In order to increase the availability of diverse and

competitive sources of new video proqramminq on cable television

systems, the co.-ission has been qranted power to requlate rates

and terms and conditions of service for commercial leased access

channels required to be available on cable television systems that

have a minimum of 36 activated channels. The rules adopted by the

Commission to implement this broad deleqation of requlatory power

are insufficiently crafted to establish reasonable rat.s that will

result in access for minority proqramminq on cable television

systems. The Co.-ission should revisit its analysis of the maximum

reasonable rates that cable television systems may adopt for leased

commercial access users and should require the rate structure to

be offered by cable television systems to reflect the smaller

number of subscribers that would be interested in minority

proqramminq. Unless cable television systems are required to

establish reasonable rates with reference to the potentially

smaller audience that minority proqrammers can reach, the qoal of

Conqress to open up leased commercial access channels for more

diverse and more competitive proqramminq will be lost.

Those that have a riqht under Section 612 of the 1992 Cable

Television Act to file complaints over what they believe to be

unreasonable rates, terms and conditions of service offered to them

by system operators face a hiqh burden of proof to prove by "clear

and convincinq evidence" that the system operators proposals are

unreasonable. Unless the new effort to open up commercial leased
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access is to be a dead letter as under the 1984 Cable Act, the

Commission must establish specific standards for implementation of

discretion over rates by system subscribers and must assure that

the manner in which system operators determine which proqrammers

will gain access to leased channels reflects the goal of Congress

to enlarge the opportunity for minority and educational

programming.

System operatQrs are not required to provide leased cOmJllercial

access channels in a manner that would adversely affect their

financial condition, operation or system development. Protection

of cable operator's interest in the use of their facilities by

leased commercial access programJllers must be requlated and

oversight undertaken by the Commission in a manner which also

provides a means to assure the reasonable exercise of discretion

by cable systems. In particular, the Commission should make plain

that a showing of overall substantial financial harm to system

operation will occur before system operators may invoke the

condition that they not be harmed by leased access rates and terms

of service that are otherwise reasonable. A showing of potential

inability to maximize profits should be explicitly removed, by

rule, as a satisfactory test of adverse financial impact upon the

system.
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SUR Corporation (herein "SUR") herewith petitions the FCC to

reconsider and amend the Report and Order in this proceeding

(hereinafter "Report") released May 3, 1993 (FCC 93-177) relating

to leased commercial access (Paragraphs 485-541 of the Report).

In particUlar, SUR urges the commission to reconsider its reasoning

regarding the rates which cable operators may charge for commercial

leased access channels, and the standards and procedures by which

the Commission reviews disputes between operators and program

providers. To assure that diversity of program content on cable

systems is achieved through the set aside of channels for

commercial leased access, reconsideration of the initial

conclusions of the Report is compelled. In support whereof the

following is shown:

I. Background And Introduction.

SUR is a 24 hour per day Spanish-language cable programming

service devoted primarily to rebroadcasting local newscasts from
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over 14 Latin American countries to North and South America through

a series of interconnected up and down-linked satellites.!! The

programming is now provided to over 1 million cable customers in

Latin America. It is of particular interest, as well, to minority

Hispanic populations in the United states where there are a large

number of Hispanic residents and U.s. citizens whose countries of

origin are in Latin America and who are otherwise unable to receive

the daily diet of local news broadcast from their foreign

communities with which they maintain substantial tie. and

l

interests. SUR is, itself, owned by Hispanic investors. This

unique minority-owned and minority proqrammed service thus offers

the potential to provide a specialized and highly desirable

addition to the mix of proqramming that U. s. cable television

operators can make available to communities which contain a

significant Hispanic popUlation.

SUR's interest in this proceeding is derived from what it has

found to be a limited ability to contract with United states cable

television operators for carriage of its service in communities

that have substantial Hispanic populations. However, with the

1/ SUR has the right to rebroadcast daily local terrestrial
television newscasts originating in various Latin American
countries. SUR rebroadcasts the local newscasts unedited but with
a time delay in so.e instances to accomaodate schedUling of a full
service delivered to cable systems. Attached hereto as Exhibit 1,
is a description of the SUR space-net cable television service,
including a daily program schedule Which illustrates the diversity
of news, information, sports, children's, entertainment and live
proqramming from various Latin AIlerican countries. SUR is an
independent, privately owned, privately financed orqanization which
is not under the control of any qovernmental entity.
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availability of access throuqh the .eans of leasinq co_ercial

channels under the Commissions' co_ercial leased access rules

adopted after passaqe of the 1992 Cable Competition Television Act,

the prospect of openinq U. S• cable markets to this diversity

enhancinq service has been dramatically chanqed. SUR has a qoal

of beinq carried on cable systems that have a Hispanic population

of at least 15' in the community serviced by the cable system.

unfortunately, the manner in which these rules will operate will

not result in maximum availability of such minority proqramminq on

cable television systems unless the rates to be paid by proqram

providers, like SUR, reflect the ability of those proqra..ers to

penetrate the minority population ••rved by the cabl. operators and

are otherwise reasonable. Moreover, if cable operators exercise

their broad discretion to chose amonq competinq leased commercial

access providers by maximizinq their economic interests rather than

the benefits that new and different service can provide, the

leqislative qoal of usinq lea.ed access to enhance competition and

diversity in cable proqramminq will surely not be achieved.

SUR has not previously participated in this proceedinq. It

has only recently bequn to use the commercial leased access

provisions of the Commission's rules to open neqotiations with a

larqe number operators and qain access for its service in

communities with siqnificant Hispanic populations. It views the

commercial leased access provisions of the rules as critical to its

ability to qain broad accessibility to cable systems for carriaqe

of its service. Its examination of the Commission's rules adopted
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in the RepQrt has raised, hQwever, a large number Qf serious

questions as to hQW those rules will operate to carry Qut the

purpQses of CQnqress to achieve qreater diversity and competition

in the provision of proqramming to cable system subscribers. This

Petition for Reconsideration is being submitted in the spirit

underlined by the Commission itself in paraqraph 491 of the Report

that the rules adQpted therein are "a starting point that will need

refinement both thrQugh the rule making process and as [the

Commission] address [es] issues on a case by case basis." It is

hoped that these comments will aid the Commission to better narrow

and comprehend the nature Qf the issues which are raised by its

leased access rules and, if modified as suqgested by SUR, herein

simplify the process of negotiation for parties seeking leased

access as well as simplifying at a future date the resolution of

disputes that may, unfortunately, inevitably arise in this area.

AccQrdinqly, the CQmmissiQn is respectfully requested to

reexamine the manner in which the maximum leased commercial access

rates are calculated, the means by which cable operators choose

among variQus applicants for cQmmercial leased access, and the

dispute resolution procedure which has been set forth in the new

rules .Z.I

1/ At the mQa.nt, SUR dQes not take issue with the cQ.-ission's
handling of such issues as t.chnioal SUPPQrt, billing and
collecting fees, security deposits, and l.ased channel placement
as discussed in the Report at paragraphs 498-505. Unlike the
setting of reasonable rates, th... is.ues can more r.adily be
negotiated and reviewed by the FCC by r.ference to the marketplace
and alternative arms-length standards that have been developed.
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of the system subscribers utilize HBO, the implicit fee for the

lessee, representing the inherent economic value of the channel,

is $10 minus $4 times .25', equalling an implicit maximua monthly

fee per subscriber of $1.50. Thus, if a system serves 100,000

homes and 25,000 subscribe to the HBO service, a similar premiua

channel lease rate for a premiua pay program provider would be

derived from one of two calculations. First it might be $1.50

times the number of subscribers who actually subscribe to the

second leased service on that system or it might be $37,500, the

total of dollars paid by HBO to the system as the implicit fee for

access by the program provider to the base of subscribers to the

cable system .11

Which of these calculations is the correct one is, of course,

critical to a niche or minority oriented commercial leased access

programmer that attempts to bring a unique service to a s.all

number of potentially interested subscribers rather than the entire

base of subscribers which the cable system serves. Using again the

example of HBO, it is apparent that virtually all cable system

subscribers will be potential customers of HBO for that general

market, mass appeal premiua service. However, using the example

of SUR, the potential of cable system subscribers who would be

interested in becoming its customers is limited necessarily by the

1/ A third theoretical calculation would mUltiply $1.50 ti..s the
total number of syst.. subscribers, equalling a monthly acce.s fee
in the above exaaple of $150,000. That .uch a fee is beyond rea.on
seems sUfficiently clear as to eliminate the need for further
discussion of the possibility.
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foreiqn lanquaqe nature of the proqraJlDllinq. Thus, a 100,000

--1

subscriber system in a market that has 20% Spanish speakinq

residents has a potential base of customers of only 20,000

subscribers. If SUR is required to pay $37,500 per month for

potential access to 20,000 subscribers while HBO pays $37,500 for

potential access to 100,000, the analoqy of usinq the formula set

forth by the commission breaks down as a means of encouraqinq

diverse and competitive cable proqramminq.!1

The Commission has stated (paraqraph 519) in support of its

method of calculatinq the maximum implicit fee that:

"We believe such rates are fair because they are derived from
the hiqhest market value of channel capacity for the syst...
Notwithstandinq the possible existence of a monopsony
relationship between the operator and the proqrammer payinq
the maximum, the amount paid or otherwise foregone by any
unaffiliated proqrammer would nevertheless substantiate a
maximum value of at least that amount for channel capacity.
Lower rates could, of CQurse, be negQtiated." Emphasis
supplied.

There is much diffiCUlty with this analysis. First, it is

likely to drive the use of commercial leased access channels away

frQm minQrity proqramminq that provides diversity towards

prQqramminq that has a qreater appeal to a nQn-minority audience,

a result the Commission seems inadvertently tQ have adopted. See

Para. 521 of the Report. HQwever, makinq leased access channels

available at rates that are derived even as a starting pQint Qf

negotiations, Qut Qf the most cQmmercially appealinq prQqramminq

!I In this example, even if 50' Qf all 20,000 Hispanic cable
subscribers were to sign up for SUR, it would effectively be paying
an implicit fee of $3.75 per customer, not the $1.50 that H80 pays.
If only 25% siqn up, the implicit fee rises tQ $7.50.
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on the system provided by other unaffiliated programmers is not

likely to result in a mix of programminq that reflects the

diversity that motivated the amendments currently in section 612

of the Act. Secondly, even if the rate which is derived from an

HBO-type proqrammer that is not affiliated with the system is used

as the marketplace base to establish maximum reasonable rates, the

monopolistic and vertically inteqrated history of the cable

industry precludes the conclusion that such a rate is or ever has

been "reasonable." HBO's rates are, for example, uniform on all

systems whether or not it has an affiliate relationship withe a

particUlar system. If is also owned by one of the larqest MBO's.

The same pattern of uniform pricinq and MSO ownership hold true for

a substantial number of cable networks and premium services. To

expect such patterns to be a fair quide to maximum reasonable

marketplace rates or the implicit value of leased access channels

is simply unsupported. Finally, the last sentence of paraqraph

519 is so non-directive as to the neqotiatinq behavior of system

operators that one is hardly reassured of the ability to 'neqotiate

lower rates in the face of limited channel capacity, access demands

from competitive programmers who are willinq to pay more to reach

the entire subscriber base of the cable system, or mere

stubbornness by system operators.

It should be emphasized that the commercial leased access

provisions, as modified by the 1992 leqislation are not a license

for cable operators to maximize rates or even to quarantee them

profits. To the contrary, the rates must be "reasonable" (Section

1
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612(C) (2); 612(c) (4) (A) (1) and 612(c) (4) (B» and the cable operator

is assured only that it will not be required to charge rates that

would be insufficient "to assure that such use will not adversely

affect the operating, financial condition or market development of

the cable system." Section 612 (c) (1) • If rates for commercial

leased access were not subject to tests of reasonableness that are

guided by the essential purpose of opening up cable programminq for

more diverse and competitive programming, there would have been no

reason for either the 1984 cable leqislation or the 1992 amendments

to section 612 that thrust the commission directly into the process

of establishinq maximum reasonable rates and other terms and

conditions of use. To the extent that the Commission has viewed

its role in e.tablishinq maximum reasonable rates as an exerci.e

that should reduce its "regulatory burden" (para. 522 of Report)

and "encourage entrance of new programmers in hiqher rate

classifications in order to maximize the revenue [that operators]

receive from their access capacity" (para. 521 of Report) it has

seriously distorted its responsibilities and the benefits that

Congress strove to obtain.

It must also be emphasized that the number of channels set

aside for commercial leased access is not likely to result in a

demand/supply equation favorable to minority proqrammers. For

instance, a cable system with 50 activated channels is required to

desiqnate 10% of such channels which are not otherwise required for

use by federal law or regulation. This does not mean, in practical

effect, that 5 channels will be desiqnated for commercial leased

.I!
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access by unaffiliated programming. After deducting the number of

must carry channels and other excluded channels, it could well be

that only 20 or 25 of activated channels would remain, of which

only lot would have to be designated for commercial leased access

use, or only 2 or 3 channels per system in a large market. Of

course, if cable system expansion proceeds to 500 channel systems,

the number of leased access channels that may be available in the

future could expand dramatically. However, that is not the case

today and the need for diversifyinq the content of cable

programming for cable subscribers is an obligation to be fulfilled

by the commission at present, not at some distant future time when

the supply-demand equation conceivably could chanqe.

The nature of the problem outlined above requires the

Commission to take a number of steps on reconsideration. First,

if the Commission intends to retain the scheme of calCUlating the

implicit fee which is set forth in paragraphs 518 through 522, it

should make plain that the calculation is intended to set a maximum

rate which applies to each subscriber that the new leased access

program provider is able to obtain on the system rather than a

gross dollar lease amount reflecting the dollars that a broader

based market oriented service like HBO pays.~1

2/ The Commission has stated in paragraph 518 that the last step
in the implicit fee calcqlation requires a multiplication of the
"difference by the percentage of its subscribers able to receive
that channel or programming." What needs to be made explicit is
that the phrase liable to receive that channel or proqra_inq"
refers to the number of subscribers who actually take the pre.ium
service and not to the total number of subscribers of the cable
system.

l
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Secondly, the Commission needs to impose explicit standards

for the exercise of discretion by cable operators in negotiating

leased access rates. As things now stand, there is nothing in the

Commission's Report which imposes a clear duty on the cable

operator to take explicit account of the degree of diversity that

would be achieved by providing access to a minority programmer.

Rather, the entire tenor and tone of the Report is to emphasize the

extent to which the cable operator retains discretion to protect

itself from harmful economic effects of placing a partiCUlar

programming service on its system. The Commission should require

cable operators to establish maximum rates applicable to narrower

categories of program providers consistent with the legislative

goal of encouraging competition and diversity. Thus, per event or

per channel pay programmers serving minority or educational needs

(as defined in Section 612(i) (2) and (3» should receive a

substantial discount on the maximum implicit fee calculated for an

HBO. That percentage should at least reflect the size of the

potential minority or educational interest to be served, with the

cable operator retaining the right to establish a minimum rate

which would not result in it being adversely affected in a

substantial manner operationally, financially or in the market

development of its system. Section 612(c)(1). using the SUR and

HBO example discussed above, in the absence of special compelling

circumstances, the maximum reasonable implicit fee charged to SUR

by a cable system with a potential 20,000 Hispanic customers out

of 100,000 cable subscribers should be one-fifth of the calculated

1
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$1.50 implicit HBO rate or 0.30 cents per subscriber per month for

SUR's service.

The need to impose on system operators a duty to publish tiers

of maximum rates, under the three broad categories of leased access

use, before neqotiations with potential lessees, is reinforced by

the ineffectual enforcement powers the Commission will otherwise

have available to it.

section 612(f) of the 1992 legislation did not modify the 1984

provisions, even though the Commission recommended to Congress that

the burden of proof set forth therein be modified. Section 612(f)

provides that, in any action brought before a Federal District

Court or the Commission there is a "presumption that the price,

terms, and conditions for use of channel capacity desiqned pursuant

to subsection (b) are reasonable and in good faith unless shown by

clear and convincing evidence to the contrary". In SUR's view the

reason that Conqress did not amend Section 6l2(f) as recommended

by the Commission was because it saw no need to impose a lesser

standard of proof in 1ight of the new requirement that the

Commission shall "determine the maximum reasonable rates that a

cable operator may establish". Section 612(C) (4) (A) (i). with the

establishment by the Commission, under its rule making authority,

of the maximum reasonable rates of system operators, quided by the

explicit goal of the 1992 legislation to provide "diverse sources

of video proqraDUlling and to assure that the widest possible

diversity of information sources are made available to the public

from cable systems" (Section 6l2(a)), review of rates and other
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terms and conditions of service by cable operators by the

Commission can proceed in accordance with the strong showing

required of complainants by Section 612 (f). If, however, there are

no specific, published rational and detailed standards with which

system operators must comply, complainants will be effectively

handicapped in ever being able to show "by clear and convincing

evidence" that the system operator has established unreasonable

rates. The calculations provided by the Commission for valuing the

implicit value of a channel set forth above are simply too broad

and undifferentiated to further the purposes of the legislation or

balance the bargaining powers of proposed lessees with those of

system operators. sf Further refinement of the categories and kinds

of service for which proposed lessees can be charged is absolutely

essential, as a rule making matter, if the 1992 legislation is not

to turn out to be the dead letter that the 1984 legislation was as

a vehicle for encouraging the use of commercial leased access

channels.

III. System Allocation Of Acce•• Channels To Program
Providers Should Be Driven By The Public
Interest Factors Qf Section 612.

Closely related to the problem of establishing reasonable

maximum rates for access to commercial leased channels is the

problem of how system operators determine to whom they will lease

§/ Within the broad category of pay programming (either per
channel or per event) may be found such diversely priced offerings
as local sports networks, boxing events, OlYmpic coverage, first­
run movies, the Disney channel, HBO, Showtime, Cinemax, and others.
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facilities when confronted with a qreater number of demands for

access than they have leased access channels available under the

Act. The number of leased access channels that will be available

for the public is likely to be quite limited in the iJlUDediate

future and the dream of an unlimited number of channels available

for assiqnment to those wishinq to use the. on cable systems

throuqh compression techniques, fiber optics and other technoloqies

is not likely to be realized in the near future. Thus, system

operators will be confronted with a need to determine on what basis

they will confer leased access privileqes, on reasonable rates and

terms, to a variety of different kinds of proqram providers.

It is clear that the leqislation was desiqned in the first

instance to encouraqe the use of cable systems as a vehicle for the

outlet of additional minority, educational and competitive

proqramminq that would not otherwise be able to obtain acce.. to

those seqments of our popUlation that are otherwise under-served

P
~ij

with video proqramminq. There is no other way to read the

provisions of Section 612 with its emphasis in 612 (a) on these

factors as well as the provisions that allow system operators to

utilize up to one-third of leased access channels for provision of

minority and educational proqramminq, even if they have an

ownership interest in such proqraJlUDinq. Section 612 (i) (1). While

the provisions of Section 612(i) (1) are not entirely clear, they

do provide a quide to the dominate and overridinq purpose of
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Section 612 to encouraqe and facilitate the use of leased access

channels for minority and educational use. ll

Thus, the co_ission should establish that minority and

educational proqramminq (as defined in the 1992 Act) carries a

J

priority as aqainst other leased access proqrammers. System

operators must be required, in determininq to whom limited capacity

may be leased upon reasonable rates and terms, to allow first use

for diversity enhancinq and conqressionally favored proqram

offerinqs.

When leased access channel capacity cannot be made available

to all qualified proposed minority lessees, further decisional

standards should be imposed. Thus, two minority proqrammers could

be subject to test. as to which was to serve the larqer minority

popUlation in the community, which such popUlation was Ie•• well­

.erved with video proqramminq, which proqrammer was better situated

by reason of experience and financial ability and which proqram

service was best directed to otherwise unmet minority needs. A

similar approach could be used to distinquish educational or other

cateqories of potential proqrammers. Unless some such system is

1/ Section 6l2(i) is permissive and doe. not explicitly require
system operator. to .et aside channels for minority or educational
use. However, they may set aside one-third of their leased acce.s
channels and to have an affiliate relationship with the proqram
provider. Whether this is intended to confer a di.cretionary
benefit on the syste. operator and act as a spur to the carriaqe
of minority and educational proqr...inq or whether it can be viewed
as a directive that system operators attempt to .et aside one­
third of their leased access capacity for that purpose, it is clear
that Conqress intended special treatment to be accorded minority
and educational proqram providers.



- 16 -

adopted by the cOJllDlission which limits system discretion, the

legislative goal of diversity and competition will not be achieved

and, like with the case of its review of the maximum reasonable

rates, the terms and conditions upon which system operators make

their facilities available to unaffiliated programmers will not be

subject to realistic commission review.

IV. The Commission Should Adopt Standards For
Operator Reliance On Adverse Financial Effects
Of Rate. And Terms Of Leased Access

The COJllDlission needs to articulate by rule precise parameters

within which system operators may rely on alleged adverse affects

on the "operation, financial condition, or market development of

the cable system", Section 612(c) (1), to set rates and teras and

conditions of commercial leased access use. This is particularly

the case with respect to rates if not other terms and conditions

of use. It is difficult to perceive that any system which has at

least 36 activated channels (the minimum before leased access kicks

in) will be financially damaged as to its whole system no matter

at what level cOJllDlercial leased access rates are set. With

virtually all others costs of access (technical support, billing

and collection, and credit risk) borne by the programmer, the

operator will derive bottom line financial return from any rate

(unreasonably high or low) it receives. Its only "loss" may be a

foregone opportunity cost from its inability to otherwise market

the channel as a non-leased access facility. That opportunity

"loss" must be explicitly eliminated by the Commission as any

ground for asserting adverse financial affect on the system. It
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simply is a "loss" mandated as a function of the commercial leased

access provisions of Section 612. Similarly, the leqislation is

not intended to allow operators to maximize profits from commercial

leased access channels. Therefore, denial of priority status to

minority proqrammers must not be based on the qround that other

providers will pay hiqher rates.!1 Allowinq allocation of channels

by ability to pay may work in a theoretically ideal and free

marketplace and unlimited channel capacity. Itisnotprmmers

unnlimiteyto491713.8872 0 0 41949135.308.4282.5653suim
ccess.4 406.3337 .4  1364 236.308.4282.5653300ccess.4 117.2283 1Tj.23wilytotopayfromandtotowily
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(Rep, Dominicana) 4:30AMHOY De Landriscina Do, Re, Mi , Ja,Ja
5:00AM (Venezuela) Don Conga (Ecuador) (Argentina) La Tremenda Corte (Peru) Cora Oculta 24 HORAS 5:00AM
5:30AM EL NOTICIERO ( Ira Edic, Venezuela Directo) D,CARACOL (Col) (Peru) 5:30AM
6:00AM OJOALARTE 6:00AM
6:30AM RESUMEN DE LOS NOTICIEROS

MUY PERSONAL .6:30AM
7:00AM D,CARACOL (Col) 7:00AM
7:30AM

(Ecuador) (Directo)
CARA A CARA (Col) 7:30AM

8:00AM 8:00AM
8:30AM 8:30AM
9:00 AM 9:00AM
9:30AM 9:30AM

1 :OOAM 10:00 AM
10:30 AM (Peru) 10:30 AM
11:00 AM GRANDE PA.., 11:00AM
11:30 AM (Argentina) 11:30 AM
12:00 PM 12:00 PM
12:30 PM LOS BEMVENUTO 12:30 PM

(Argentina)

1:00 PM 1:00 PM
1:30 PM 1:30 PM
2:00 PM 2:00 PM
2:30 PM 2:30 PM
3:00 PM AMIGOSS SIGL020", 3:00 PMHOLASUSANA (Argentina) (Difer/do) LOSAMIGOS CAMBALACHE3:30 PM (Argentina) 3:30 PM
4:00 PM Entenados (Ecuador) (Argentina) 4:00 PM
4:30 PM

TELEFE NOTICIAS (2da Edic, Argentina Dlrecto)
Don Conga (Ecuador) 4:30 PM

5:00 PM
UTILISIMA TRAMPOLIN 5:00 PM

5:30 PM
(Argentina) (Diferido) ALA 5:30 PMFAMA BAUL DE LA

6:00 PM EL NOTICIERO (2da Edic, Venezueia Directo) (Peru)
FELICIDAD 6:00 PM

6:30 PM LA NOTICIA (2da Edic,Ecuador Directo) 6:30 PM
7:00 PM 24 HORAS LA ESTACION DE

(Peru)
7:00 PM(Colombia) (D/recto)

LANDRISCINA
7,30 PM TELEJOURNAL (Brasil) (D/ferido) (Argentina) 7:30 PM
8.00 LA ESTACION DO,RE.MI" Ja,Ja,Ja,

Entenados (Ecuador) casado can mi Hermano TELESEMANA RISAS Y SALSA 8:00 PM
DE LANDRISCINA

8:30 (Argentina) (Peru) Don Conga (Ecuador) La Tremenda Corte (Colombia) (Peru) PANORAMA 8:30 PM
9.ooPU EL NOTICIERO TELEONCE (Puerto Rico) (Difer/do) ELGORDO (Peru) 9:00 PM
9.30P TELENOTICIAS (Rep, Domin/cana) (Difer/do)

Y EL FLACO
9:30 PM(Argentina)

10.00 P 24 HORAS (Peru) (D/recto) 24 HORAS 10:00 PM
10:30 PM (Peru) TIEMPO NUEVO 10:30 PM
11:00 PM BRIGADA DO,RE,MI, Zoocledad (Col) ENTENADOS (Ecuador) BUENA IDEA (Argentina) 11:00 PMCOLA JA,JA,JA
11:30 (Argentina) (Peru) Cora Oculta (Col) DON CANGA (Ecuador) (Argentina) 11:30PM

E.B.T. :HlMA DEL ESTF (U.s.A.) 'In an effort to maintain the best ofall possible programming, this schedule is subject to change without notice, Please check with SUR for the most current schedule available,


